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RESPONSE TO GOVERNMENT (REGIONAL) COMMENTS (GR) 

Response to Comment Letter GR1 

Comment GR1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identified of the Preferred Alternative, as 
described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Caltrans District 12 and OCTA have been coordinating with the City of Long Beach and 
Caltrans District 7 on the project. The fair share percentages included in the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS Measures T-10 and T-11 represent the proportionality for distribution of the costs of the 
improvements among the parties. The fair share funding for SR-22/7th Street is fully explained in 
the Responses to Long Beach Comments GL2-5 and GL2-6. 

Comment GR1-2 

The cross section of each of the build alternatives at the Los Angeles county line is unchanged 
from the existing condition. Caltrans District 12 and OCTA have no plans to make 
improvements to the I-405/I-605/SR-22 interchange beyond those currently under construction 
as part of the West County Connectors Project and those included in the proposed I-405 
Improvement Project; however, Caltrans District 12 and OCTA will fully collaborate with Los 
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) and Gateway Cities Council 
of Governments (GCCOG) in evaluating potential improvements to the interchange as part of 
ongoing planning and programming processes at any or all of the agencies.  

Comment GR1-3 

For a discussion of the Orange County Transportation Analysis Model (OCTAM) and Gateway 
Cities travel demand forecasting models, please see the Response to Long Beach Comment 
GR2-9. A comparison was made between the Gateway Cities model and the OCTAM model 
during development of the supplemental traffic study, and the forecast volume differences 
between the two were found to be within the range of validation error.  

Comment GR1-4 

The design exceptions are identified in the Draft Project Report, which is available on request 
from Caltrans. Design exceptions are not typically identified individually in environmental 
documents. 
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Comment GR1-5 

Ramp analysis is included in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. Table 2-4 presents ramp and ramp 
junction peak-hour level of service (LOS) and other data for the existing condition; future 
condition ramp junction analysis is presented in Tables 3-6, 3-9, 4-6, 4-9, 5-6, 5-9, 6-6, and 6-9. 
Analysis of LOS and queuing on-ramp approaches to arterial intersections are presented in 
Tables 2-1 and 2-2, respectively, for the existing condition; future conditions are presented in 
Tables 3-1, 3-2, 3-3, 3-4, 4-1, 4-2, 4-3, 4-4, 5-1, 5-2, 5-3, 5-4, 6-1, 6-2, 6-3, and 6-4. The analysis 
included in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS is consistent with the analysis presented in the Draft 
EIR/EIS.   

Comment GR1-6 

It is agreed that the projected traffic volumes for the build alternatives should not decrease 
compared to the No Build Alternative, unless there is some diversion onto other roadways. The 
decrease in the traffic volumes is minor (from 990/1,210 during the AM/PM peak hours under 
the No Build Alternative in 2040 to 870/1,080 under Alternative 1, 850/1,040 under Alternative 
2, and 860/1,080 under Alternative 3). To the extent that this volume reduction results in 
diversion to other paths, increased traffic on those other paths has been accounted for and 
analyzed in the arterial analysis presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS and Draft EIR/EIS. 

Comment GR1-7 

Caltrans appreciate Metro’s effort reviewing the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. After further 
investigation of the traffic volumes presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS, we have 
identified the cause of the lower high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) volumes on I-405 in Los 
Angeles County under Alternative 3 than under Alternatives 1 and 2 as an inconsistency in 
processing the traffic volumes, which is revised and corrected in the Final EIR/EIS. The revised 
traffic volumes show an increase in HOV volumes under Alternative 3 compared to Alternatives 
1 and 2. The revised volumes and volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratios presented in the Final EIR/EIS 
do not materially change the findings of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS. 

Comment GR1-8 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS includes analysis of locations in Los Angeles County. The 
locations referred to in the comment are all in Orange County and are covered in the Draft 
EIR/EIS and the Traffic Study Report – San Diego Freeway (I-405) Improvement Project SR-73 
to I-605. No microsimulations were completed of these areas. 

With respect to the locations where the additional general purpose (GP) lanes included in all of 
the build alternatives terminate within the I-405 interchange at SR-22/7th Street/I-605, please see 
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Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line where a 
detailed summary of the analysis presented in the Draft EIR/EIS and Traffic Study is provided. 

With respect to the areas where the Express Lanes in Orange County transition to the HOV lanes 
in Los Angeles County, traffic operations analysis is presented on page 3.1.6-96 and in Table 
3.1.6-17 (page 3.1.6-97) of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

Comment GR1-9 

The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS includes analysis of locations in Los Angeles County. The 
locations referred to in the comment are in Orange County. The Draft EIR/EIS and the Traffic 
Study Report – San Diego Freeway (I-405) Improvement Project SR-73 to I-605 include 
evaluations of the I-405/I-605/SR-22 interchange referenced in the comment. Table 2.3.1 of the 
Traffic Study shows the existing traffic volume, volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio, vehicle density, 
and LOS during the AM and PM peak hours in each direction for each mainline freeway link 
along I-405 within the project area. The table also includes evaluation of I-605 north of I-405. 
Tables 2.4.1 and 2.4.2 provide these same data for the No Build Alternative in years 2020 and 
2040. Tables 3.4.1, 3.4.2, 4.4.1, 4.4.2, 5.4.1, and 5.4.2 provide these data for Alternatives 1, 2, 
and 3, respectively. The operations of the branch connectors (freeway-to-freeway ramps) within 
the interchange are summarized in Table 2.3.2 of the Traffic Study for the existing condition. 
Branch connectors under future conditions are summarized in Tables 2.4.3, 2.4.4, 2.4.5, 2.5.3, 
2.5.4, 2.5.5, 2.6.3, 2.6.4, 2.6.5, 2.7.3, 2.7.4, and 2.7.5. Branch connector data are summarized in 
Tables 3.1.6-9 and 3.1.6-15 of the Draft EIR/EIS. For a discussion of northbound I-405 as it 
approaches the interchange, please see Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/ 
Los Angeles County Line.  

Response to Comment Letter GR2 

Comment GR2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments on new information and analysis presented within the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS were considered during identified of the Preferred Alternative, as 
described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment 
when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Appendix R1, Response to Comment GR4-16, for the response to South Coast Air 
Quality Management District’s (SCAQMD) comment on the air quality analysis of the 
bottleneck at the north end of the project. The Draft EIR/EIS and Traffic Study provide data on 
traffic conditions on I-405 near the north end of the project. These data were used in the 
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determination of emissions and air quality impacts. See also Common Response – Traffic Flow 
at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.  

Comment GR2-2 

With the implementation of proposed traffic measures T-10 and T-11, all project contributions to 
adverse cumulative effects at all of these intersections would be minimized. As described in 
Measure T-10, improvements to City of Long Beach intersections shall be implemented by the 
City of Long Beach, with the City of Long Beach bearing responsibility for necessary clearances 
and permits. As described in Measure T-11, proposed improvements to Caltrans intersections 
shall be implemented by Caltrans, with Caltrans bearing responsibility for necessary clearances 
and permits. Therefore, the City of Long Beach and Caltrans would be responsible for 
quantifying any potential air quality impacts as a result of future improvements at these 
intersections. 

Comment GR2-3 

The significant impacts referenced in the comment are cumulative significant impacts. The 
proposed I-405 project contributes to those impacts but is not responsible for fully causing or 
fully mitigating these impacts. The mitigation is the payment of the fair share, not the 
implementation of the proposed improvement. Measures T-10 and T-11 require that OCTA enter 
into agreements with the City of Long Beach and Caltrans, respectively. Those agreements will 
specify the responsibilities of the parties to use the funds provided by OCTA to fund only the 
implementation of the improvements identified in the measures. The source of the remainder of 
the funds to implement the improvements identified in the measures is the responsibility of the 
implementing agency as in any fair share arrangement. The Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS 
acknowledges that the portion of the funding for the improvements identified in the measures 
that is not provided by OCTA has not been identified. On page 4-27, the Supplemental Draft 
EIR/EIS states: “Caltrans is committed to the fair share funding percentages as stated below. 
However, if the City of Long Beach and the State of California are unable to get 100 percent of 
the remaining funds, then Measure T-10 and/or Measure T-11 will be deemed infeasible due to 
impacts identified as significant and not fully mitigable; consequently, Findings and a Statement 
of Overriding Considerations would be prepared for inclusion in the Final EIR/EIS to comply 
with State CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 California Code of Regulations, Chapter 3, Section 
15903), and the Department of Transportation and California Transportation Commission 
Environmental Regulations (Title 21 California Code of Regulations, Chapter 11, Section 
1501).” 
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Comment GR2-4 

Section 4-1 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS provides a comparison of the future build 
conditions to the existing condition. This comparison is the basis for the identification of 
cumulative significant impacts under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Section 
4-1 also includes a comparison of the build conditions to the no-build condition to determine the 
extent of the project’s contribution to the cumulative significant impacts.  

Comment GR2-5 

Responses to all comments received on the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS and the Draft EIR/EIS 
will be provided in the Final EIR/EIS. With regard to a potential bottleneck at the north end of 
the project, please see Response to Comment GR2-1.  

Comment GR2-6 

Please see Appendix R1, Response to Comment GR4-16, for the response to SCAQMD’s 
comment on the air quality analysis of the bottleneck at the north end of the project. 

Comment GR2-7 

Please see Response to Comment GR2-2 above. 

Comment GR2-8 

The significant impacts referenced in the comment are cumulative significant impacts. The 
proposed I-405 project contributes to those impacts but is not responsible for fully causing or 
fully mitigating these impacts. The mitigation is the payment of the fair share, not the 
implementation of the proposed improvement. Please see Response to Comment GR2-3.  

Comment GR2-9 

Section 4-1 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS provides a comparison of the build conditions to 
the existing condition. This comparison is the basis for the identification of cumulative 
significant impacts under CEQA. Section 4-1 also includes a comparison of the future build 
conditions to the no-build condition to determine the extent of the project’s contribution to the 
cumulative significant impacts. Chapter 3 of the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS determines adverse 
effects of the project under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) using a comparison 
of the future build conditions to the future no-build condition. 
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Response to Comment Letter GR3 

Comment GR3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment is not specific to the new information and analysis 
presented within the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS; however, your comments were addressed in 
Appendix R1 (Response to Comments on Draft EIR/EIS). You will be notified at the address 
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

A direct connector between the medians of I-405 and SR-73 is included in Alternative 3, but it is 
not included in Alternatives 1 and 2, whose southern project limits are north of Harbor 
Boulevard.  

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identified. 


